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Abstract
Background: Despite much research, an immediately available, instantly effective and harmless
pain relief technique has not been discovered. This study describes a new manipulation: a "2-minute
sciatic nerve press", for rapid short-term relief of pain brought on by various dental and renal
diseases.
Methods: This randomized, single-blind, placebo-controlled trial ran in three hospitals in Anhui
Province, China, with an enrollment of 66 out of 111 solicited patients aged 16 to 74 years. Patients
were recruited sequentially, by specific participating physicians at their clinic visits to three
independent hospitals. The diseases in enrolled dental patients included dental caries, periodontal
diseases and dental trauma. Renal diseases in recruits included kidney infections, stones and some
other conditions. Patients were randomly assigned to receive the "2-minute sciatic nerve press" or
the "placebo press". For the "2-minute sciatic nerve press", pressure was applied simultaneously to
the sciatic nerves at the back of the thighs, using the fists while patients lay prone. For the "placebo
press", pressure was applied simultaneously to a parallel spot on the front of the thighs, using the
fists while patients lay supine. Each fist applied a pressure of 11 to 20 kg for 2 minutes, after which,
patients arose to rate pain.
Results: The "2-minute sciatic nerve press" produced greater pain relief than the "placebo press".
Within the first 10 minutes after sciatic pressure, immediate pain relief ratings averaged 66.4% (p
< 0.001) for the dental patients, versus pain relief of 20% for the placebo press, and, 52.2% (p <
0.01) for the renal patients, versus relief of 14% for the placebo press, in median. The method
worked excellently for dental caries and periodontal diseases, but poorly for dental trauma. Forty
percent of renal patients with renal colic did not report any pain relief after the treatment.
Conclusion: Two minutes of pressure on both sciatic nerves can produce immediate significant
conduction analgesia, providing a convenient, safe and powerful way to overcome clinical pain
brought on by dental diseases and renal diseases for short term purposes.
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Background
At any given time, people may experience the pain of dis-
ease. In most cases, pain cannot be rapidly relieved. Over-
coming pain in a fast and convenient way, therefore, is a
worthwhile goal that has yet to be achieved despite con-
siderable research into the subject. Presently, the analge-
sics available to patients are not satisfactory. For patients
with acute initial pain, the time necessary to acquire
appropriate pharmaceuticals, as well as, for drugs to reach
effective levels, can mean hours or days of sustained pain
before relief. Furthermore, many commonly used drugs,
both over-the-counter and prescription, have well known
serious side effects. For example, commonly prescribed
NSAIDs can cause ulcers, gastrointestinal bleeding and
renal impairment. Opioids can cause, among other
things, constipation, nausea, vomiting, sedation, depend-
ency, and addiction [1-4].
Many non-drug analgesics have been used to help manage
pain: acupuncture, cryoanalgesia, transcutaneous electri-
cal nerve stimulation (TENS), interferential stimulation
(IFS), exercise, massage, music therapy, etc [5-7]. Current
non-drug analgesics may not provide complete pain relief,
or are applicable in limited circumstances, or only at pain
centers. Their use alone or in combination with appropri-
ate analgesic medications is an integral part of pain man-
agement in some pain centers. Literature reviews have
documented the efficacy of some of these analgesics
[5,8,9], but reveal conflicting results for others [10,11].
For example, TENS is used in a variety of clinical settings
to treat different painful conditions [12-15]. However, the
clinical effectiveness of TENS is controversial, with some
studies supporting and others refuting its clinical use
[11,16].
While applying traditional Chinese medicine by finger
pressure stimulation of 'Chengfu' points located on the
upper-back of the legs, we were surprised to find rapid
relief of pain by the pressure stimulation. Because the
'Chengfu' point is anatomically associated with the sciatic
nerve, further pilot studies were undertaken applying
pressure along the sciatic nerves, but separate from the
'Chengfu' point, and, these produced the same results.
Then, to evaluate the exciting finding, we designed the
study reported here.
Methods
Setting
The clinical tests on renal patients were conducted
between October 17, 2005 and January 24, 2006 in Anhui
Province Hospital, Anhui Medical University, China. The
clinical tests on dental patients were conducted between
October 28, 2005 and January 24, 2006 in Tongling Hos-
pital, Tongling, China, and between November 23, 2005
and April 12, 2006 in Chuzou Zhongxiyi Hospital, Chu-
zou, China. The study was separately approved by the
ethic committees of each participating hospital – Anhui
Province Hospital, Hefei, 230001, China (Approval data-
June 2, 2005); Chuzou Zhongxiyi Hospital, Chuzou,
239000, China (approval data-May 28, 2005) and Ton-
gling People Hospital, Tongling, 244000, China
(approval data-April 11, 2005).
Study design and procedure
This was a randomized, single-blind and placebo-control-
led clinical trial on 66 participants out of 111 solicited
patients. All the instructions and explanations were
extended to patients of the "sciatic press" and "placebo
press" groups equally. All the patients were told that the
experiments were designed to test whether the method
works for pain relief or not. All were advised that they
could discontinue the experiment at any time without
penalty, and their healthcare treatment would not be
affected. After informed consent was obtained, the doctor
or his assistant taught the patients how to evaluate pain
using a visual analogue scale (VAS), with pain scaled from
"0" for no pain to "10" for most pain. Thereafter, rand-
omization of patients to the "sciatic press" group or the
"placebo press" group was performed using Random Per-
muted Blocks. The three steps of the test were described to
each patient, including: the baseline pain rating step, the
leg pressure step for 2 minutes while lying down and, the
post-pressure pain rating step for 10 min. In this context,
the '0 minute' point indicated that the pain was estimated
within one minute of discontinuing the leg pressure.
The location of the classic 'Chengfu' point, the sciatic
nerve pressure area, and the fist gesture for pressure appli-
cation used are shown in Figure 1. For the "sciatic nerve
press", 11 to 20 kg of pressure with each fist was applied
to the sciatic nerve on the back of the thighs, while
patients lay prone. For the "placebo press", the same
amount of pressure was applied to a parallel spot on the
front of the thighs, while patients lay supine. Doctors,
using the gesture shown in the manuscript, pressed
repeatedly on a balance to experience and learn how
much force to use with each fist. The trained doctors deter-
mined how much force to apply based on the patients'
body type. The heavily muscled and large body patients
receiving greater pressure, (18–20 kg with each fist). Sim-
ilarly, thin patients received less pressure (11–13 kg each
fist). The ranges that were effective were determined in
pilot studies.
Two minutes of pressure with the dorsal, proximal
phalangeal surface of the fists was applied simultaneously
to the sciatic, or the placebo location on both legs. Pain
was then rated by patients, and, the value was recorded on
a visual analogue scale table.BMC Anesthesiology 2007, 7:4 http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2253/7/4
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Participants
All patients in pain from their respective pathologies dur-
ing a clinic visit to Dental and Renal Clinics were eligible
for the trial. Any patients who were younger than 15 years
old, emotionally unstable, or receiving any analgesic
within 12 hours of the test were ineligible for the study.
All patients in the study had not been previously exposed
to the method. Written informed consent was obtained
from each participating patient.
Table I displays the patient groups and characteristics at
inclusion in the study. Of the 111 solicited patients, 31
refused to join, 14 were considered ineligible, and, 66
patients ranging in age from 16 to 74 years participated in
the study.
The diseases in enrolled dental patients included dental
caries, periodontal diseases and dental trauma. Renal dis-
eases in recruits included kidney infections, stones and
some other conditions.
Statistical analysis
The baseline VAS scores and age of the participants were
compared between the "sciatic press" groups and the "pla-
cebo press" groups by using t-tests. Categorical data were
analyzed by using chi-square tests, or Fisher Exact tests.
Changes, from the baseline for pain relief, were assessed
by using paired t-tests, both for the "sciatic press" groups,
and, the "placebo press" groups. Comparisons to the "pla-
cebo press" groups were performed using an analysis of
covariance procedure, with adjustment for baseline VAS
score, sex and age. All tests were two-sided, and, a p-value
of < 0.05 was considered as statistically significant. All sta-
tistical analyses were performed with the use of SPSS sta-
tistical software (release 13.0).
Results
Figure 2 displays the test in dental patients performed at
two separate hospitals. Immediate pain relief by sciatic
nerve press was 66.4%, versus relief of 20% with the pla-
cebo press. The significant relief of pain after the sciatic
press was seen at all 3 time point of the 10 min period (p
< 0.001 for all 3 time points). The results showed rapid
relief of pain after the press for dental caries and perio-
dontal diseases, but not for dental trauma.
Next, we report that the sciatic press also produced rapid
pain relief in patients with varying renal diseases. Figure 3
displays the results. The VAS scores at the 0, 5th, and 10th
minute dropped significantly after sciatic nerve pressure.
The immediate pain relief was 52.2% (p < 0.001) after the
sciatic press, versus 14% relief after the placebo press.
Notably, 40% of renal patients did not report any pain
relief after the sciatic press in this test, and, these were all
patients with the intense pain (three with VAS scores of
10, and two with scores of 8), and the pain of kidney colic.
Immediate relief of pain in dental patients Figure 2
Immediate relief of pain in dental patients. *** p < 
0.001, indicates significant difference between the "placebo 
press" and the "sciatic press". Results represent the mean (± 
SE).
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Chengfu point, Sciatic nerve pressure area and fist gesture Figure 1
Chengfu point, Sciatic nerve pressure area and fist gesture.
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Table 1: Patients groups and Characteristics at Inclusion
Placebo Press 
(n = 33)
Sciatic Press 
(n = 33)
p value
Test in Dental Diseases
Participants (n) 21 21 -
Male (%) 71.4% 61.9% 0.513
Age 37.2(11.3) 36.6(13.4) 0.897
Baseline VAS 6.19 (1.47) 6.67 (1.59) 0.320
Test in Renal Diseases
Participants (n) 12 12 -
Male (%) 58.3% 58.3% 1.0
Age 40.5(13.1) 52.4(16.9) 0.067
Baseline VAS 7.75 (2.01) 7.67 (1.97) 0.919
Age, gender and baseline VAS: mean (± SD), t-test.BMC Anesthesiology 2007, 7:4 http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2253/7/4
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Discussion
The study was designed as a single blind rather than a
double blind experiment; because, the method is highly
effective in pain relief, and, doctors could easily identify
the placebo or the actively treated during the test. The
"Chengfu" point, located on the back of thigh just below
the juncture of the hip (Figure 1), is recognized by practi-
tioners of the discipline as related to urinary function
(such as clarity of urine, frequency, etc) [17], but not to
pain relief. There are five acupuncture points on the front,
and five on the back of the thigh according to Chinese Tra-
ditional Medicine [17,18]. Usually only specialized doc-
tors would know the specific functions for a given thigh
point in China. To our knowledge, the pressure stimula-
tion of any anterior or posterior thigh point for pain relief
has not been reported. The exclusion criteria for this study
specified that all patients in the study not have any previ-
ous exposure to the method. At entry to the randomiza-
tion step, it was confirmed that all patients had no prior
knowledge of, nor exposure to the method. Therefore, we
believe that the blinding of patients was secure and
unbroken under our tested protocol.
This method worked excellently on clinical pain from
dental diseases, and part of renal diseases. The rapid pain
relief in other diseases by the sciatic nerve press has been
demonstrated in our further studies (manuscript soon to
be submitted). No side effects were revealed in our study.
Of those who declined to participate in the study, one of
the most common reasons offered was skepticism of the
method's simplicity. Some doctors participating in this
study were also skeptical of the efficacy before the test.
Nearly 40% of renal patients did not report any pain relief
after the "sciatic press"; these were all patients with the
intense pain of kidney colic before the treatment. Simi-
larly, the tests in dental patients showed excellent relief of
pain for dental caries and periodontal diseases, but poor
relief for dental trauma. However, limited by the small
number of patients in this study, we can not assert
whether the method works less effectively in intense pain
states, or, if the loss of effect is related to the diseases' ori-
gin, or, to some other factor. To clarify this question, fur-
ther systematic studies with a larger number of patients
are needed.
Three critical factors determined the success of this
method: the precise location, the total time, and, the suit-
able force for the applied pressure. Fists produced better
results than finger tips in this method; because, is difficult
to apply sufficient pressure for two minutes with finger
tips, and, finger tips miss the precise sciatic nerve too eas-
ily. Pressure application was two minutes for all patients
in this study. In our pilot study, for those patients who
obtained pain relief with the method, 25% patients
obtained relief within 30 to 60 second of the press, 54.7%
patients between 60 to 90 seconds' after the press, and, the
rest needed pressure for a longer time. Time shorter than
90 seconds of pressure for the press decreased the rate of
success, and, the duration of pain relief declined propor-
tionally. The third qualitative factor of importance is the
amount of pressure applied. Insufficient force led to a fail-
ure of relief. The force used for the press was 11 to 20 kg
from each fist.
This manipulation gave very distinct pain relief results in
pilot studies and the clinical studies reported here. Based
on the pilot studies, we did a prospective power analysis
for dental diseases which gave a minimum sample size of
2 × 12 for the 10 min test. We didn't use the sample size
as a strict limit for these two studies; because, pain relief
with this method differed greatly between different dis-
eases. The minimum sample size increased when the test
period was lengthened. The result confirmed that the min-
imum sample size could be smaller for this method with
some diseases for the 10 minutes observation period.
Stimulation of peripheral nerves elevated the pain thresh-
old [19-22]. The phenomenon was suggested to be effec-
tive via multiple mechanisms [12,19,20,23,24]. One
popular proposed mechanism is the Gate Control Theory
of Pain [25], which proposes that stimulation of large-
diameter afferent fibers can inhibit the transmission of
nociceptive information, in the dorsal horn, to higher
brain centers. The inhibition occurs rapidly, and is
thought to involve the wide dynamic range (WDR) neu-
rons [26-28]. The resulting analgesic effect is considered
to be a short-lasting, segmental inhibition of pain [29-31].
The pinch press of rat sciatic nerve with a vascular clip
(pinch force 120 g) caused attenuation of the WDR neu-
rons' responses to various innocuous and noxious stimuli
Immediate relief of pain in renal patients Figure 3
Immediate relief of pain in renal patients. * p < 0.05, 
**p < 0.01 indicate significant difference between the "pla-
cebo press" and the "sciatic press". Results represent the 
mean (± SE).
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[32]. However, the study in cats with clip stimulation
(pinch force 180 g) of the sciatic nerve noted an increased
response of WDR neurons to the stimulation of the super-
ficial peroneal nerve. Yet, the response of WDR was inhib-
ited when using the low frequency stimulation (0.2 Hz) in
the study [22]. The clip-pinch for the animal sciatic stim-
ulation in the two reports, and the hand press for the
human sciatic stimulation in this study, are both applied
mechanical forces. However, the hand press stimulation is
a much milder stimulus than the clips.
The Gate Control Theory of Pain can explain the rapid
relief of pain by this method. However, the pain relief by
this method is not limited to the segmental level only.
Also, pain relief lasted only briefly for a small number of
patients, while, more patients obtained longer relief peri-
ods, more than 30 minutes for a single two minute press
(data not shown in this preliminary report). These obser-
vations suggest possible activation of multiple inhibitory
systems. Another mechanism possibly involved is activa-
tion of the endogenous opioid system. In studying the
effect of low frequency stimulation of rat sciatic nerve on
long-lasting cardiovascular depression and pain thresh-
old, Yao found that the pain threshold was increased by
50%. The analgesic effect he observed was antagonized by
Naloxone suggesting the activation of the opioid system
in the stimulation of the sciatic nerve [33].
The press stimulation, by itself, might cause pain, and
such pain could activate a special form of descending pain
inhibition called diffuse noxious inhibitory control
(DNIC) [34-36], so called "pain inhibits pain". However,
our method uses the smoother, dorsal proximal phalan-
geal surface of the fist to press on the thigh, not the
pointed knuckles or finger tips. Only a small amount of
discomfort was reported by a few patients in the study.
Secondly, we used the same amount of pressure on the
placebo patients as on the sciatic press patients, but it pro-
duced much less pain relief. Thirdly, more patients
obtained longer relief periods with more than 30 minutes
by the pressure (data not shown in this preliminary
report), unlike the analgesia by DNIC which is known to
be extremely short-lasting, ceasing within a few minutes.
This study reports a simple, immediately available and
rapidly effective manipulation, hand stimulation of the
sciatic nerve, to relieve pain of dental diseases and renal
diseases. Anybody can apply it any time, any place, with-
out a hospital setting.
Conclusion
Two minutes of pressure on both sciatic nerves can pro-
duce rapid significant conduction analgesia, providing a
convenient, safe and powerful way to overcome clinical
pain brought on by dental diseases and renal diseases for
short term purposes.
Competing interests
The author(s) declare that they have no competing inter-
ests.
Authors' contributions
JH had full access to all of the data in the study and takes
responsibility for the integrity of the data and the decision
to submit for publication. BW collaborated in the study
design, participated in renal clinical tests and data analy-
sis; WZ collaborated in clinical tests on dental patients
and the data interpretation; GT collaborated in the study
design, technical direction in the study and administrative
support in dental clinical tests. All authors read and
approved the final manuscript.
Acknowledgements
The study of each author was supported by their individual institution. We 
thank: Jack R. Wands, MD of Brown University, for his important help with 
the study; Robert Dowman, PhD of Clarkson University for his kind direc-
tion; Gail Donaldson, MD, of Buffalo, NY, and Rolf Carlson, MD of Rhode 
Island Hospital, Brown University for their editorial assistance, and, Yong 
Du, PhD of Robert Koch-Institute, Germany, for the help in data analysis. 
We also thank Sigang Yang, DDS, Tongling Hospital, China, and Yunxia 
Huang, MD, Chuzou Hospital, China, for their assistance in clinical tests on 
dental patients; Shaoshan Wu, MD and Hao Chen, MD, Anhui Province 
Hospital, Anhui Medical University, China, for their assistance in clinical 
tests on renal patients. We are grateful to Belun Zhu, MD, Tongling Hospi-
tal, China, for his advice in interpretation the mechanisms of this method.
References
1. Davis MP, Srivastava M: Demographics, assessment and man-
agement of pain in the elderly.  Drugs Aging 2003, 20:23-57.
2. Stiel D: Exploring the link between gastrointerstinal compli-
cations and over-the counter analgesics: current issues and
considerations.  Am J Ther 2000, 7:91-98.
3. Forman WB: Opioid analgesic drugs in the elderly.  Clin Geriatr
Med 1996, 12:489-500.
4. Hersh EV, Moore PA, Ross GL: Over-the-counter analgesics and
antipyretics: a critical assessment.  Clin Ther 2000, 22:500-548.
5. Wright A, Sluka KA: Nonpharmacological treatments for mus-
culoskeletal pain.  Clin J Pain 2001, 17:33-46.
6. Rakel B, Barr JO: Physical modalities in chronic pain manage-
ment.  Nurs Clin North Am 2003, 38:477-494.
7. Rusy LM, Weisman SJ: Complementary therapies for acute
pediatric pain management.  Pediatr Clin North Am 2000,
47:589-599.
8. Trescot AM: Cryoanalgesia in interventional pain manage-
ment.  Pain Physician 2003, 6:345-460.
9. Nadler SF: Nonpharmacologic management of pain.  J Am Oste-
opath Assoc 2004, 104(Suppl 8):S6-12.
10. Ernst E: Acupuncture – a critical analysis.  J Intern Med 2006,
259:125-137.
11. Milne S, Welch V, Brosseau L, Saginur M, Shea B, Tugwell P, Wells G:
Transcutaneous electrical nerve stimulation (TENS) for
chronic low back pain.  Cochrance Database Syst Rev
2001:CD003008.
12. Almay BG, Johansson F, von Knorring L, Sakurada T, Terenius L:
Long-term high frequency transcutaneous electrical nerve
stimulation (hi-TNS) in chronic pain. Clinical response and
effects on CSF-endorphins, monoamine emtabolites, sub-
stance P-like immunoreactivity (SPLI) and pain measures.  J
Psychosom Res 1985, 29:247-457.Publish with BioMed Central    and   every 
scientist can read your work free of charge
"BioMed Central will be the most significant development for 
disseminating the results of biomedical research in our lifetime."
Sir Paul Nurse, Cancer Research UK
Your research papers will be:
available free of charge to the entire biomedical community
peer reviewed and published  immediately upon acceptance
cited in PubMed and archived on PubMed Central 
yours — you keep the copyright
Submit your manuscript here:
http://www.biomedcentral.com/info/publishing_adv.asp
BioMedcentral
BMC Anesthesiology 2007, 7:4 http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2253/7/4
Page 6 of 6
(page number not for citation purposes)
13. Osiri M, Welch V, Brosseau L, Shea B, McGowan J, Tugwell P, Wells
G: Transcutaneous electrical nerve stimulation for kne oste-
oarthritis.  Cochrane Database Syst Rev 2000:CD002823.
14. Mannheimer C, Carlsson CA: The analgesic effect of transcuta-
neous electrical nerve stimulation (TNS) in patients with
rheumatoid arthritis. A comparative study of different pulse
patterns.  Pain 1979, 6:329-334.
15. Proctor ML, Smith CA, Farquhar CM, Stones RW: Transcutaneous
electrical nerve stimulation and acupuncture for primary
dysmenorrhoea.  Cochrane Database Syst Rev 2002:CD002123.
16. Carroll D, Moore RA, McQuay HJ, Fairman F, Tramer M, Leijon G:
Transcutaneous electrical nerve stimulation (TENS) for
chronic pain.  Cochrane Database Syst Rev 2001:CD003222.
17. Yang J: Notes of Acupuncture Points Beijing: People's Health Publishing
Hourse; 1984. 
18. Shi X: The Acupuncture Beijing: Chinese Traditional Medicine Publish-
ing House; 2002. 
19. Woolf CJ, Mitchell D, Barrett GD: Antinociceptive effect of
peripheral segmental electrical stimulation in the rat.  Pain
1980, 8:237-252.
20. Chung JM, Lee KH, Hori Y, Endo K, Willis WD: Factors influencing
peripheral nerve stimulation produced inhibition of primate
spinothalamic tract cells.  Pain 1984, 19:277-293.
21. Jorum E: The analgesic effect of peripheral nerve stimulation
in various tests of nociception in rats.  Acta Physiol Scand 1988,
133:131-138.
22. Hanai F: Effect of electrical stimulation of peripheral nerves
on neuropathic pain.  Spine 2000, 25:1886-1892.
23. Salar G, Job I, Mingrino S, Bosio A: Trabucchi M. Effect of trans-
cutaneous electrotherapy on CSF beta-endorphin content in
patients without pain problems.  Pain 1981, 10:169-172.
24. Han JS, Chen XH, Sun SL, Xu XJ, Yuan Y, Yan SC, Hao JX, Terenius
L: Effect of low- and high-frequency TENS on Met-enkepha-
lin-Arg-Phe and dynorphin A immunoreactivity in human
lumbar CSF.  Pain 1991, 47:295-298.
25. Melzack R, Wall PD: Pain mechanisms: a new theory.  Science
1965, 150:971-979.
26. Cohen ML, Arroyo JF, Champion GD, Browne CD: In search of the
pathogenesis of refractory cervicobrachial pain syndrome. A
deconstruction of the RSI phenomenon.  Med J Aust 1992,
156:432-436.
27. Wall PD: Dorsal horn electrophysiology.  In Handbook of Sensory
Physiology-Somatosensory System Edited by: Iggo A. Berlin: Springer-
Verlag; 1973:253-270. 
28. Price DD: Psychological and neural mechanisms of pain.  New
York: Raven Press; 1988. 
29. Andersson S: Pain control by sensory stimulation.  In Advances
in Pain Research and Therapy Volume 3. Edited by: Bonica JJ, Liebersk-
iend JC, Albe-Fessard DG. New York: Raven Press; 1979:569-585. 
30. Garrison DW, Foreman RD: Decreased activity of spontaneous
and noxiously evoked dorsal horn cells during transcutane-
ous electrical nerve stimulation (TENS).  Pain 1994,
58:309-315.
31. Hollman JE, Morgan BJ: Effect of transcutaneous electrical nerve
stimulation on the pressor response to static handgrip exer-
cise.  Phys Ther 1997, 77:28-36.
32. Kawasaki M, Ushida T, Tani T, Yamamoto H: Changes of wide
dynamic range neuronal responses to mechanical cutaneous
stimuli following acute compression of the rat sciatic nerve.
J Orthop Sci 2002, 7:111-116.
33. Yao T, Andersson S, Thoren P: Long-lasting cardiovascular
depressor response following sciatic stimulation in sponta-
neously hypertensive rats. Evidence for the involvement of
central endorphin and serotonin systems.  Brain Res 1982,
244:295-303.
34. Dowman R: Pain-evoked anterior cingulated activity generat-
ing the negative difference potential may reflect response
selection processes.  Psychophysiology 2002, 39:369-379.
35. Le Bars D, Dickenson AH, Besson JM: Diffuse nosious inhibitory
control (DNIC). I. Effects on dorsal horn convergent neurons
in the rat.  Pain 1979, 6:283-304.
36. Le Bars D, Dickenson AH, Besson JM: Diffuse nosious inhibitory
control (DNIC). II. Lack of effect on non-convergent neu-
rons, supraspinal involvement and theoretical implications.
Pain 1979, 6:305-327.
Pre-publication history
The pre-publication history for this paper can be accessed
here:
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2253/7/4/prepub